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MEHORANDUM FOR:  Partielpants in the USSR and Southeast isie Ares Programs :
conduebed by Yo Office of Training, swawer 1952, -

SOBJBEP 3 Evalwablion of Progyam.

The Office of Training wishes tu prspare an evalwation of the teo g gy
ares progeons held dwrdng July :nd Augast, This evaluation dopends primart 1y
oR your essessmentz. I will be wsed for gulidanes in plsaniag futwre relaf €3
Progranse  Your eontribution of somnant and constructive sugzestions will ig
wweh approcinted (T4 1s emphasiwed that collestion of only favorsble, or we
Tavorable comvents is not the ohject of thiz assssomont, It is desired to
assarmble objective favarable anc wnfaversble comuents as guidence for plant fag
futuce releted mrograms)s It e suguested that your rezarks inclnde ecemerl
on the following pointa.

1s o you feel that this type of srea prosran can contribute
to ineressing unalyst effociivenesa? I¥ g0, why? IL not, why mek?

What type of mrogram world iw msr nasful?

s Do you fesl what thins particular program was useful %o you? 2
£ @0, bow? If not, vhy nei?

3o Viease commest on the folloriogs

2  Content and sevpe of subjset metber (Partienialy, did yo
feol that it wae relevimt or irrelevant to your nowmel work Poobly g2g
that it was possgibly relevant, huh of @ natwre thad it 4g assuomg |
analysts in your comporent necegsarily have before they san quelis ¥
Tor the work for whieh they weve emplayeds that it wes rolevant, 1 §:
%60 peneral or too mper-ifie.) o

o Manmer asd melhad of resentation,

2o Tima allstted for cowese (Wes the nusher of waeky Maqm Fig
adainate or oxsossive? Wag Lhe perisd of two howre for cach 8CES3E 1
tonshort, satisfastory, ce ton long?) ’

fa Was the balance hetwmoen lecture and diseussion satisfectos 4
ox do you feel that {4 vwould have besen helpfal to hawe wove diseug § an
or logs disenssion? Wew'd wew favas having eertain pericds devobed |
entiraely to disevassion f sclected rroblems?

NP TENTIANL \
Begglly Infamastion
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' Secuwrity Informabion

.:a2m

ls. Do you approve of the policy that students not be requirad %
do eollateral reading ox prepare papers, or do you think it would be !
both reasonable and useful if students expected to do limited reading
and preparation of papers? T

In addition to youwr remarks on the above puidts, any other commente &
suggestions that you may wish to contribute for improvement of future reld ed
progran: will be apprecioted. ' -

Please forward your vritten comuents to Room 1301, "I® 25X1
Juildire as czrly e3 possible. S

1. The high degree of specialization in one particuler field which most
analysts must develop most often leads to neglect of other aspects of life or activity in
the area concerned, Since the gk political, economic, sociological, and military fields
are so closely interrelated in Commmnist ‘countries, an intelligent understanding of one
field depends to a large extent on knowledge of the others, From this point & view,
the type of area program presented taknorommmaxatc this summer, which conslsted of, in
the case of the USSR course, considerations of Soviet history, politics, and economics
wis of decided value, ’

2, The reasons for feeling that this ticular 8.
limited value to me are statedmyin 3. & pet poogram wes of only
3, As far as Professor Adams'course is concerned, I believe that knowledgs

of Soviet history , tracing the development of Soviet ipgitutions and domestic and
foreign policy, must be relevant to work in any Soviet field, no matter how current B
that work might be, This is, of course, especially true in my own field o politics.’
However, Prof Adams? conduct of the course vitiated any value & congideration of Soviet
history could ¥k have for me, The primary deficlency T found in the cairse was Frof:
Adams! tendency towards facike, often misleading generalizations, usually supported

by partial evidence, Facts um seemed either to be ignored or insufficiently eonsidered.
Discussion was made futile by the professor's inept direction of it. Indeed, when he
encouraged it in the first part of his course, it frequently degenerated into polemie
and stultific 'tg%gpg“glagm%ganization of the course had obvious defects also — oo rech time
was devoted” e%%l hough 1 attended only the first half & Professor Gurien's course, it
was xkxiews extracrdinarily stimilating end organized in such e way as to give the
student a very clear understanding of fhe evolution of btesic principles of Communist.-
theary as they have been put into practice or used by the Soviet dictatership, Inaarmch
as I vent on leave before Professcr Boddig began his consideration of Soviet econonics
proper, I am not competent to give an evaluation of his course.

Time alloted for the course, from the points & view both of ower-all
lengbh o the courses and of individusl class sessions, seened satlisfactory.

4., Although I am not certain ¢f the utility of preparing papers, except in

those zases where the individuel analyst feels that such systematic work under the
guidance of a specialist would be of value to him, I feel very strongly that such ceurses
would be much more meaningful if the participants were required to read certain basic

works . In such a way, the instructor could be assured that references he might make

to evente in order to i1llustrate a certain point are erstood by all and do not require
& time~consuming explanation, which could CONFIDENIIAL engily be found in any npmber
of books. Where assumptions were made segurity infomuation of our knowledge, they

frequently proved ustified,
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